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1. Translations of the Japanese Nitto and IND KK 
references are included as a part of this action for the sake of 
the completeness of the applicants' file; the most pertinent 
sections of these translations are held/seen to be as follows: 
(a) Nitto - Fig. 1, page 3 last two lines, page 4 lines 3-4, 8-9, 
13-17, 22-25 and 31-32, page 5 lines 10-13, 20-23, 28-29 and 
32-33, page 6 lines 1-2, 8-10 and 27-31; and (b) IND KK - page 1 
last six lines (i.e. the claim), page 2 lines 3-5, page 3 lines 
12-15 . 

• ""J." Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicants 
regard as the invention. Specifically, claim 1 line 1 - change 
"the" to "a"; and line 5 - change "with" to "and". 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate 
paragraphs of 3 5 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or m 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

4. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
obvious over the Nitto reference. 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. § 103(a) 
which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 
this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented ^and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-4 are further rejected under 35 U.S. C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over the Japanese IND KK reference 
in view of any one of Vogdes et al . or Davis et al . or the Nitto 
reference . 

7. Claims 1-4 are still further rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 (a) as being unpatentable over the Nitto reference in view of 
either Vogdes et al . or Davis et al . 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 10 April 2001 have been 
fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. The 
foregoing art rejections are adhered to essentially for the 
reasons of record (see paragraphs 4 and 6-7 of the last Office 
action) ; further, with each of the foregoing combination 
rejections, it is the sum total of the teachings of the applied, 
combined references taken as a whole which is held/seen to render 
applicants' invention obvious to one of ordinary skill in this 
art ( In re McLaughlin 170 USPQ 209), #nd therefore applicants' 
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piecemeal attack on the references individually cannot establish 
unobviousness, since these rejections are based upon a 
combination of references ( In re Ma pelsden 141 USPQ 30) i.e. 
these rejections are not overcome by pointing out that one 
reference does not contain a particular teaching when the 
reliance for that teaching was on another reference (In re Lyons 
155 USPQ 741) , with the following being additionally advanced 
with respect to the contentions made in the amendment: The Nitto 
reference indeed fairly documents the (fusion) bonding of two 
preformed telescoped tubular fluororesin bodies (i*e. the medium 
and large diameter tubes) possessing/exhibiting different thermal 
shrinkage characteristics/property (N^B. page 6 lines 27-31 of 
the Translation) via thermal shrinkage generated therein; further 
along this line, it is noted that the claims do not (a) preclude 
the presence or performance of other process steps or materials 
e*g. the fluororesin powder of the Nitto reference (although the 
use of this powder is not even (absolutely) required - N^ . page 
5 lines 20-23 of the Translation) ; and (b) require the parts to 
be bonded to be in contact (but rather only to be in close 
proximity) . In conclusion, the gap (if any) between the 
envisioned, claimed invention and the teachings of the applied 
(and, where indicated, combined) references of record is 
held/seen to be simply not so great as to render the invention 
unobvious to one reasonably skilled in this art, any differences 



Serial No. 09/319,202 -5- 
Art Unit 1733 

which might possibly/conceivably exist between the invention and 
the combined teachings of these references being held/seen NOT to 
constitute patentable differences. 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicants are reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. 

§ 1.136(a). The practice of automatically extending the 

shortened statutory period an additional month upon the filing of 

a timely first response to a final rejection has been 

discontinued by the Office. See 1021 TMOG 35. 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE ADVISORY ACTION 
IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE END OF THE THREE -MONTH SHORTENED 
STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE 
ON THE DATE THE ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE 
PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) WILL BE CALCULATED FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE 
STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to J. J. 
Gallagher whose telephone number is (703) 3 08-1971. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F from approximately 8:30 A.M. to 5 
P.M. The examiner can also be reached on alternate N/A. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael Ball, can be 
reached on (703) 308-2058. The fax phone number for this Group 
is (703) 305-3599. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 
status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
308-0661/0662 . 
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